iat could be readily located. It should not be pursued over the objections of the iternational community.
Further exploration of these two options will evidently need to emphasize ifferent aspects of the process. Deep-borehole disposal has many technical uestions relating to the drilling of the hole, characterization of the environ-ient, emplacement of the containers, and sealing of the borehole. The contin-ed isolation of plutonium from the biosphere can be investigated rather inde-endently, including the potentially important benefit of highly saline water at .epth. Policy issues play a minor role in deep-borehole disposal.
The sub-seabed option, on the other hand, poses major policy questions, "he technical aspects of injection of plutonium solution into the deep-ocean ediment are relatively simple technically, and a program for analysis and field sst of the isolation provided by the sediments can be laid out that would have igh confidence of resolving the necessary issues. The crucial aspects of sub-eabed disposal are the policy implications, and these questions can be explored >n the assumption that the technical aspects can be resolved satisfactorily. The 'olicy issues may differ somewhat depending on whether the plutonium would e emplaced within the exclusive economic zone with 200 nautical miles of the Jnited States or Russia, or in international waters—though the two zones are trongly coupled by ocean circulation and both are covered by the London )umping Convention.ion, and thus the rock would be much easier to handle than spent fuel, even if that fuel were many decades old.
